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Abstract

Using complexified quaternions, a formalism without Lorentz frames, and therefore
also without vierbeins, for dealing with tensor and spinor fields in curved spacetime is
presented. A local U (1) gauge symmetry, which, it is speculated, might be related to
electromagnetism, emerges naturally.

1 Introduction

Originating from the papers by Fock and Ivanenko [1], and Weyl [2], the standard for-
mulation [3, [4, 5] of spinor fields in curved spacetime employs a vierbein field e*, which
erects at each point in spacetime a local Lorentz frame. Using complexified quaternions,
this paper will present a coordinate covariant and locally Lorentz invariant formalism for
spinor fields in curved spacetime using no local Lorentz frames.

In general relativity which is our current best theory of the dynamics of curved space-
time, the fundamental structures are the basis e, € T'M, which may or may not be a coor-
dinate basis 0y, the dual 1-form basis w# € T*M obeying 6/ = (w*, e, ), the metric g with
components g,, = g(e,,e,) = e, - e, and the connection coefficients T'*,, = (w*,V e,)
with V, the covariant derivative [6]. For dealing with spinor fields, this structure is aug-
mented by a vierbein field e, as previously mentioned, obeying g,, = nabeaueby, where
N4 is the Minkowski metric, and a spin connection w#“b which in its minimal version is
given by w#“b = gpaeapv#ebo [4].

This paper will present a formalism able of dealing with both tensor and spinor fields,
using much less structure (see the next section for the notation): a basis s, € (C® H)~
and a spin connection w, € C ® H obeying 0 = Scal (wu +w;§), Eq. (27), in terms of
which both the metric and the 'minimal version’, to be specified later, of the connection
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coefficients are determined as g, = (su,s,), Eq. @), and T'*,, = <s“, 0pSy + wps, + s,,wz>,
Eq. (20), respectively.

The condition 0 = Scal (w, + w;) is equivalent to w, € iRV w, € C® Vec (H). The
freedom w,, € iR is related to a local U (1) gauge freedom, Eq. (29), which, it is speculated,
might be related to electromagnetism.

2 Notation

The set of complexified quaternions is denoted C ® Hl, which is equal to H ® C because C
and H are assumed to commute. Usual complex conjugation acts as C® H — C* ® H, and
usual quaternionic conjugation [7, 8] acts as C ® H — C ® H. In conjunction, these two
conjugations may be used to split the complexified quaternions as C ® H = (C® H)™ U
(C®H)", where

(CoH)*={zrecCoH|z" =+z}.

The real- and imaginary parts of C are, as usual, denoted Re (C) = R and Im (C) = iR,
respectively. The scalar- and vector parts of H, denoted Scal (H) and Vec (H), respectively,
are defined as

Scal(H) = {zeH|z=+4z},
Vec(H) = {rzcH|z=—-x}.

The bilinear inner product (-,-) : (C @ H)? — C is defined as [9]

2(x,y) = 2y + yT = Ty + Yz. (1)

3 Basis and metric

Let (M, z") be some spacetime four-manifold M parametrized by some coordinate system
x#. In order to endow M with a measure of distance, a metric g,, € R must be provided.
For M a Riemannian manifold, the metric is given by g,, = g (e, e,) with g = g, wH@w?,
where e, € T'M is the basis, and w# € T*M is the dual 1-form basis, obeying 8!, = (w",e,)
[6].

This route will not be taken in this paper: neither a basis e, € T'M nor a dual 1-
form basis w* € T*M will be introduced, thus leaving the arena of Riemannian manifolds.
Instead the metric g, will be given by

R>2g,, = 2(su,s) (2)

SuSy + SuSu

= SuSy +Susy,



with s, = —§;, € (C®H)™ the basis obeying the nondegeneracy condition
{c"s; | e C} =CoH. (3)

A basis s, = +¥§;, € (C@H)+, corresponding to the opposite signature of the metric,
could, of course, equally well have been chosen. The real-valuedness of the metric, as
indicated above, is a direct consequence of Proposition @l The symmetry of the metric
follows trivially from the symmetry of the inner product, (x,y) = (y, ).

The nondegeneracy property of s,, as stated above, implies the nondegeneracy of the
metric, i.e., det (g ) # 0, as follows: Assume that {c¢*s, |c* € C} = C®H, but det (g ) =
0. Then, performing matrix row operations, there must exist some linear combination dts,,,
with d* € C, so that (d!s,,s,) = 0 for all s,, which implies that d"s, = 0, which implies
that dim ({c*s, |c* € C}) < dim (C ® H). A contradiction.

The nondegeneracy of the metric allows the definition s# = g"’s, < s, = g,,,s", which,
unsurprisingly, obeys 05 = (st s,) and g"” = (s#,s”). Thus, as usual, coordinate indices
are raised and lowered with the inverse metric and the metric, respectively. Note that
oF = (s* s,) may be considered the analogue of ¢4 = (w*,e,) in Riemannian calculus,
but whereas it is quite sensible to raise and lower indices in (s*,s,), it is not in (w*,e,),
because e, and w" are fized as type (0,1) and (1,0) tensors, respectively.

The basis s, is subject to two different types of transformations:

e Coordinate transformations: In accordance with its coordinate index p, under a co-
ordinate transformation da'* = (92" /0x") dz”, the basis s, is assumed to transform
as a type (0,1) tensor, i.e.,

ox?
SL = wsy, (4)
thus making g, and s* transform as type (0,2) and type (1,0) tensors, respectively.

e Local Lorentz transformations: Under the local transformation SL = ASHK*, where

A = A(z*) obeys A = A~ < 1 = AA = AA, the metric is invariant as the following
calculation, using some of the identities of Proposition B], shows:
g:“/ = <ASMK*, ASVK*>
= ((BA) 850 (RA)")
= Guv- (5)

Note that s, — ), = As, A" maps, as it should, from (C®H)~ to (C®H)~. The
associativity of the (complexified) quaternions makes it unnecessary to care about
parantheses in the calculation. The group

({AeCRH[A=A""},x%,1)



with multiplication x as group operation, and 1 as identity element is isomorphic to
Sp(1,C) 2 SL (2,0C), the double cover of the Lorentz group SO (3,1). Therefore, the

transformation sj, = As,A" is a proper Lorentz transformation [10].

4 Covariant derivative and connections

r_
=
covariantly, i.e., (9,s,) # A(OHSV)K*, generally. The remedy, as usual, is to define a

covariant derivative D,, for which (D,s,)" = A (D,s,) A", Preferably, D,, should commute
with both complex- and quaternionic conjugation, i.e.,

D,¢* = (Duo)*, (6)

Dup = (Dud), (7)

for all fields ¢ € C ® H (any coordinate indices suppressed). Before defining the covari-
ant derivative of s, the socalled quaternionic spinor fields, quaternionic vector field, and
quaternionic scalar field, and their covariant derivatives, will be defined.

Under the local Lorentz transformation s ASMK*, the derivative d,s, transforms non-

4.1 Quaternionic spinor fields

Fields ¥ 7,1 € C® H that transform as ¢, = Ay and ¢’ = RK*, respectively, will be
called quaternionic spinor fields. Their covariant derivatives are defined as

Dy, = Oup +wutp, (8)
Dypr = Our+YRwo,, 9)

where w, € C®H is some gauge connection obeying 0 = Scal (Wu + w;), a condition which
will become clear shortly.

Proposition 1 The covariant derivatives D, and D, g transform covariantly,
(Dqu)/ = A(D/ﬂpL)a (10)
(Duyr) = (Dupp) A, (11)

if and only if the gauge connection w,, transforms as

wy, = Aw, A — (9,A) A (12)

Proof: By direct calculation follows

(Duvr) = (0uM)¥r + A (Bur) + w, (M),
(Duvg) = (Ou¥r) N + g (C%K*) + (T/JRK*) (wﬁt)*,
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which equal A (D) and (D,vR) A", respectively, if and only if

(OuM) Y +w, (AYg) = Alwutp),
v (087) + (a8 () = (Wim) X,
which, using the associativity of the complexified quaternions to move parantheses, the
arbitrariness of 1; and 1, and A = A~!, imply the two equivalent conditions

w, = Aw,A— (9,A)A,
@) = N@K - (987).

[ |

Generally, fields L5t om ROV Pm ¢ C ® H that transform as (Lgll'.'.'.f;j;)/ = ALY #Pm and

(Rgll'.'.'.@’jj), = ROV PmA" | respectively, will be called type (m,n) tensor-valued quaternionic
spinor fields. The covariant derivative of these fields are defined as

DuLot 5y = VLo G + w5, (13)

DRI = VRO 4 RO, (14)

In comparison with D, and D, g, above, note here the explicit appearance of V,,

which is necessary because the quaternionic spinor fields L5} %™ and R9L0m now carry

coordinate indices. They transform covariantly;
(DLLEEm) = A(DLLAomY, (15)
(D,REEm) = (D, R R, (16)

the proof of which is completely analogous to the proof above for D v and D,y . The
above fields ¢} and 9 are, of course, type (0,0) tensor-valued quaternionic spinor fields.

4.2 Quaternionic vector field

A field V € C® H that transforms as V' = AVA™ will be called a quaternionic vector field.
Its covariant derivative is defined as

D,V =0,V +uw,V +Vuw,. (17)
Proposition 2 The covariant derivative D,V transforms covariantly,

(D,V) =A(D,V)A". (18)



Proof: Follows by direct calculation:

(DY) = 8V +u, V' +V/ (W)

= 9, (AVE)
+ [Aw, &~ (9,0) 8] (AVE')
+ (AVK*) [A*w;K* A (aﬂ*)}

= (8,M) VA" +A@,V)A + AV (aux*)
+Aw, (AA) VA" — (9,A) (AA) VA
YAV (K*A*) wiA — AV (K*A*) (aMK*) ,

which, using 1 = AA = A*A*, implies
(D.V) = A0V +w,V+ V@) A =A(D, V)R

[ |

Generally, a field V7L 2™ € C ® H that transform as (Vapll.'.'.;,pj?)/ = AVLLPm AT will be

called a type (m,n) tensor-valued quaternionic vector field. The covariant derivative of this
field is defined as

PP P1P. P1P P11 Pm—*
D VELEm = VL Em 4w, VIS 4 VI I, (19)

Analogous to D, Ly " %m and D, RyL5m  above, V,, is necessary here because the quater-
nionic vector field V2L #™ now carry coordinate indices. It transforms covariantly;

(DuVatigr) = M(DVasr) K, (20)

the proof of which is completely analogous to the proof above for D, V. The above field V/
is, of course, a type (0,0) tensor-valued quaternionic vector field.

4.3 Quaternionic scalar field

A field S € C ® H that transforms invariantly, S’ = S, will be called a quaternionic scalar
field. Tts covariant derivative is defined as

D,S=0,5. (21)

Generally, a field S510™ € C ® H that transform as (Sg}:::g’;j)/ = SH1Pm will be called
a type (m,n) tensor-valued quaternionic scalar field. The covariant derivative of this field

is defined as
D, SH o =V, Sy ibm, (22)
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Analogous to DMVJpll.'.'.;,pf, above, V, is necessary here because the quaternionic scalar field

SPLPm now carry coordinate indices. It transforms covariantly (and invariantly);

(D, S bmY = D, S5bm. (23)
The above field S is, of course, a type (0,0) tensor-valued quaternionic scalar field.

4.4 Basis and metric

The basis field s, is a type (0,1) tensor-valued quaternionic vector field, so according to
Eq. ([I9) its covariant derivative is defined as
Dysy, = Vs, + wpsy + syw;. (24)
In complete analogy with how V, acts in Riemannian calculus, the covariant derivative
Vs, is defined as
Vs = 0psy — T psy, (25)

where I'*,, are connection coefficients which couple, in the usual way, to any coordinate
index, covariant or contravariant. Note, however, that a priori I'#,, have nothing to do
with the usual connection coefficients I'*,, = (w*, V e,) of Riemannian calculus, because,
as previously stated, neither the basis e, € T'M nor the dual 1-form basis wt € T*M is
provided in the present formalism.

So, as of yet, I'*,, are undetermined. A 'minimal version’ of I'#,,, in the spirit of a
minimal spin connection [4, 5], can be determined by solving the 'minimality condition’
0= Dys, for I'*,, =T*",, (SoyWs ), the result being

R 3T, = (8",0,8 + wpsy + 5,05) - (26)

Expressing I'#,, in terms of s, and w,, which is somehow the reverse of expressing a
minimal spin connection w,ﬂb in terms of a vierbein e®, and the connection coefficients
I'*,,, as is customarily done [4, [5], is reasonable because with neither e, € TM nor
wt e T*M provided in the present formalism, the connection coefficients seem to 'flap in
the breeze’: the only potentially reasonable way, it seems, that they could be expressed
without using w,, is as the usual Christoffel coefficients,

1 o
ZV} = §gp (a“go—y + 81/9;10 - 8(79“,1/) ’

determined entirely in terms of the metric g, = (s,,s,). But, remembering that the
Christoffel connection coefficients are the (general) connection coefficients in a coordinate
basis e, = 0, why should I, as defined by Eq. (28], equal {f,}, when there is no
relation between the coordinate system z* and the basis s,,?

Four important properties of I'*,,,, as defined by Eq. (26]), should be emphasized:



e Its real-valuedness, as indicated above: This follows directly from s* € (C® H)™ and
Opsy + wpsy + 8,0, € (C®H) ™, using Proposition @l

e Its metric compatibility in the usual Riemannian sense, 0 = V,g,,,: Follows by direct
calculation, using some of the identities of Proposition

vpgw/ = apg/u/ - Paupgau - Faupgua
O — <s", OpSy + wpsy + suw;> Jov — <SU, 0pSy + wpSy + s,,w;> Guo

— (SusWpSp) — <su,suw;> — (SpswpSy) — <su,s,,w;>

— (8u8p, wp) — <§usww;> — (8uSv,wp) — <§Vsmw;>
— (8450 + 8,8, w)) — <§usy + EVSH,E;’;>

29w (1, w, + @)

= 0,

where the last equality follows because
0 = Scal (wu—l—w:;) & wy €iRVw, € C® Vec (H), (27)

a condition on w,, previously stated in connection with the definitions of the covariant
derivatives of the quaternionic spinor fields, Egs. (8) and (@I).

e [ts transformation under coordinate transformations: By direct calculation, using
Eq. (26), and the fact that s, and w, transform as type (0,1) tensors, it follows
that I'*,, transform as the connection coefficients in Riemannian calculus do [6, Eq.
(10.26)];

ox'* 9xP 97 ox't 9%z

[ U -z T
(M) Oz 9z 9x'e - PV 9z 9ol

e Its invariance under local Lorentz transformations: The basis s, and the gauge con-
nection w,, transform as s), = As, A" and wy, = Aw, A — (9,A) A, respectively, where
A = A~!. Using these relations and some of the identities of Proposition B}, the claim

follows by direct calculation.

Note that I'*,,,, as defined by Eq. (26]), need not be symmetric in its lower two indices,
as the Christoffel coefficients are.

Because the metric transforms invariantly, compare Eq. (), according to Eq. ([22]), the
covariant derivative D,g,, should equal V,g,,. This is, indeed, verified by the following
explicit calculation, analogous to the above proof of 0 = Vg, using Egs. (@), (24]), and



[27)), as well as some of the identities of Proposition [Bt

Dpgw = (Dpsp,sv) + (Su, Dpsy)

(VoS + WS + 5u@75,80) 4 (S, VpSu + wpsy + 8,005
Vo (S 80) 4 (wWpsSps su) + (8,075, 80) + (S, wpsu) + (S, 5,05)
Vo (8u,80) + (Wp,88,) + <w;§,§us,,> + (880, wp) + <§,,s,“w;>
Vo (8u,8u) + (Wps 848 +808u) + <w;,§us,, + §,,su>

VoG + 29 (1w, + @)

= V,9u-

4.5 Various

A final comment, before ending this section: Consider a quaternionic vector field V' =
Vs, € C® H, where V# € C. The covariant derivative D,V is given by

D,V = 0,V +w,V+Vw,

9p (VFsp) +wp (V) + (VFs,) W,
(BpVH) 8+ VF (9psy + wpsy + 5,07)
(0,V") s, + T, Vs,

= (@,V" TR, V)5,

using Eq. (I7), and Eq. (28] in the form I'*,, 5, = 0,8, +w,sy +s,wy,. This may be written
as

<S‘u, DpV> = GPV“ + Fuupvy7
ve = (", V),

which is completely analogous to the usual expression in Riemannian calculus for a vector
field V = Vte,;

(W', V,V) = Q,VF+TH,, V",
VE = (W V).
5 Field strength tensors

In analogy with the expression R*,,, = (w*,[V,,Vs]e,) for the Riemannian curvature
tensor (in a coordinate basis) [6, Sec. 11.3], the expression (s, [D,, D,|s,) is calculated,



suspending for the moment the minimality condition 0 = D,s,: Because D,s, is a quater-
nionic vector field, D,Dys,, = D, (Dgs,,) is given by
DyDss; = Vy(Dgsy) +wp (Dosp) + (Dosp) @,
= V,(Vosy + wosy + s,0,)

+w, (Vos, + wosy + 5,W,)

+ (Vosy + wosy, + 8,0,) W,
which implies, various terms cancelling due to antisymmetry (and associativity of the
complexified quaternions),

Dy, Dslsy = [V, Vglsy
+ (Vowe — Vow, + (W), we]) su
+su (Vs — Vo), — [wh,w5])

p p Yo
which, using the identity [T*,7*] = —[z, y]*, may be rewritten as
[Dp, Dolsy = [V, Vol su+ Qposy + 5,9,
Qo = Vowe — Vow, + (wy, ws),

with Q,,, seemingly, the field strength tensor corresponding to the gauge connection w,,.
This result is analogous to the following result in General Relativity (augmented with a
vierbein e, and a spin connection w,%,, compare [11]):

b
[Dpa Do] e, = _Ruupoea,u + Fabpae Vs
Ruz/po = 8pF'uzjcr - ach'uz/p + F'uq—pFTVcr - FuTO'FTI/py
Fabpa = 8pWUCLb - 8owpab + Wpacwcrcb - Wcracwpcb,

where Dje?, = 0,e%, —T'*, e, +wp“beb,,. Note that (s*,[V,, Vs]s,) = RF,y 0 (T), by way
of Eq. (25), where, of course, the connection coefficients I'”,,, entering into R*,,, (I') are
those defined in Eq. 26). If 0 = D,s,, then

0=1[V,, Vols,+ Qpos, + S,uﬁ;a‘ (28)

Decomposing the gauge connection as w, = x,, +1ig4,, where x, € C® Vec (H) and
A, € R, in accordance with Eq. (27), and ¢ € R is some coupling constant, the field
strength tensor decomposes as

Q,uu = K;w + igF;wa

K;w = v,qu - VI/X;L + [X‘m Xy] € C® Vec (H) ’

F., = VA, -V,A, R,
because A, € R commutes with any element of C ® H, and in particular with x,, (and
itself). Note that F),, does not, as usual in a coordinate basis in Riemannian calculus,

reduce to 9,4, — 0, A, because the connection coefficients I'*,,,, as given by Eq. (26]), are
in general not symmetric in the lower two indices.

10



6 Unsettled issues

Below are listed unsettled issues which, it is hoped, will be settled in the near future, either
by the author himself, or by some reader of this paper:

e Local U (1) gauge transformation: It is quite tempting to interprete A, and F),, as
the electromagnetic gauge connection and field strength tensor, respectively. This
hypothesis is strengthened by the fact that under the following local U (1) gauge

transformation,
Wi, = Wy — 0.0, (29)
Y = exp(+id) Yy, (30)
Vr = exp(—ig)vp, (31)

where ¢ = ¢ (2#) € R, consistent with Eq. (27), the covariant derivatives D, and
D, 2p g transform covariantly;

(Du¢L)/ = exp (+ig) (DMZ)L) )
(DM¢R)/ = exp (—i¢) (DMDR) .

Interestingly, the local gauge transformation given in Eq. (29) does not affect the co-
variant derivatives of any (tensor-valued) quaternionic vector fields, because wMfo.'.'.;f,T +
Vfll.'.'.f;"wu in Eq. (I9) is left unchanged due to the complex conjugation in @, [see
also added note below]. So, if the hypothesis of interpreting A, and F},, as the elec-
tromagnetic gauge connection and field strength tensor, respectively, is correct, then
at the level of (tensor-valued) complex quaternionic fields it seems that only spinor
fields can be electrically charged. That, of course, flat out contradicts Nature, which
does contain charged fundamental vector particles, the weak bosons W=*. However, it
may be speculated that generalizing the formalism here presented from C ® H-valued
fields to C® O-valued fields, where O is the set of octonions [7, 8, 9], which is indeed a
very natural thing to contemplate because the quaternions can be embedded into the
octonions in numerous ways, would give room for the existence of W*: for instance,
it might be speculated that these bosons are a consequence of interactions between a
(C ® H)-part of C ® O and its complement (C ® Q) \ (C ® H). Also in favor of gen-
eralizing from quaternions to octonions is the 'threeness’ of the Fano plane, compare
[7, Fig. 1.1] or [12, Sec. 2.1], of the seven imaginary units of the octonions which,
as also speculated by others, for instance [13], is quite suggestive with respect to the
threeness of color, or the threeness of the family structure.

e Potential symmetry of I'”,,: In analogy with the Christoffel coefficients of usual
Riemannian calculus, it would be desirable to have I'’,, = I'’,,, because, for one
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thing, it would imply V,A, — V, A, = 0,4, — 0,A,. By way of Eqs. ([B)) and (24,
it is equivalent to

*_

Ousy + wWysy + 8, W),

—%
S+ WSy + 8oy,

which relates the gauge connection w, to the basis s,. As of yet, it has not been
figured out how to solve this equation for w, = w, (s,).

Lagrangian: From Eq. (28]) follows that
0= R, (T) + <sﬂ7 Qposy + s,ﬁ:o> :

where the connection coefficients I'*,, entering into R*,,, (I') = (s*,[V,, V5] s,) are
those defined in Eq. (26). Because 55, + sl,ﬁ:(, € (C®H)™, these components
RF, 5 (T') are real-valued, which, of course, also is evident from the real-valuedness
of the connection coefficients I'*,,. On grounds of this relation, it may be speculated
that a Lagrangian, analogous to the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian, could be defined
as (with k € R some constant),

1
—L: /J'VVP
L= B ()

= —2Re((s"8",Qu)),

using S, = —s,,, and some of the identities of Proposition Bl However, in regards
to the former hypothesis of interpreting A, and F),, as the electromagnetic gauge
connection and field strength tensor, respectively, this Lagrangian seems less than
optimal, because it does not give a quadratic curvature term in F},,. To obtain such
a quadratic Lagrangian, the Lagrangian could instead be considered defined as

1
;L = Re((Q",Qu))

= Re((K"™ +igF" K, +igF..))

= Re((K",K,,)) — g°F"F,,,
where the last equality follows from the fact that (z,y) = 0, for any x € C®
Scal (H) and y € C ® Vec (H). This Lagrangian, however, introduces the new en-

tity Re ((K*”, K,,,)): whether or not it describes the gravitational force is as of yet
completely unsettled.
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Note added: As commented shortly after Eqs. (29)-(3I]) the covariant derivative
of any (tensor-valued) quaternionic vector field V' is invariant under a local U (1) gauge
transformation. This is consistent with, and could have been anticipated from, the fact
that V/ = AVA" =V for A = exp (ip). In fact, local Lorentz transformations which obey
A = A~! a relation frequently used in this paper, and local U (1) gauge transformations
A = exp (i) can be treated in the following unified manner:

e Local invariance of the metric, Eq. (Bl): The derivation holds also for a local U (1)
gauge transformation, because (KA)* = (KA)_1 for A = exp (ip).

e Transformation of the gauge connection, Eq. (I2)): If A is replaced by A~!, thereby
yielding
W), = Aw, A — (9, A) AT,

then Propositions[Iland Rlapply to both local Lorentz transformations and local U (1)
gauge transformations. Note that this modified expression for w’/, correctly reduces

n
to Eq. ([29) for A = exp (ip).

7 Auxiliary material

7.1 Identities

The following Proposition lists some useful identities for composition algebras, a class
to which the complexified quaternions belong, see for instance [7] or [8]. Note that the
normalization of the inner products in [7] and [§], respectively, differ by a factor of 2. The
normalization used in Eq. () is the normalization used in [7].

Proposition 3 The following identities hold for any composition algebra:

{

T,y
z,y)

(r,y) = (T
and
(z,y2) = (yz, 2) , (34)
(ry,z) = (2, 27) (35)
7.2 Various

Proposition 4 Let z,y € (C® H)™. Then, (x,y) € R.
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Proof: Using z* = —z and ¥* = —y:

2(x,y)" = (27 +yT)"

*

Y +yx
= 2(z,y).
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